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Scaling: Imaging Spectroscopy
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Spatial Variation in LMA

A: Porcupine Mountains, M| (OG Hem/Hdw)
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Spatial Variation in LMA
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Model-data Assimilation: AVIRIS

Willow Creek EC Tower Site, Wisconsin Serbin et al. (in prep)
Dietze et al., (in review). JGR-Biogeosciences
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Model-data Assimilation: AVIRIS
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* Application of PLSR algorithms to new sites
— Eastern US; NEON
— HysplIRI California Campaign (cal/val)

* Synthesize spatial predictions within
ecosystem models

— Upper Midwest, HysplRI California Campaign Leaf
morphology, phenology, chemistry, etc
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